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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The words 
"butylene glycol" (page 8, last line), "polybutylene terephthalate" (page 8, four times, 
page 10 and page 19), tetrabromobisphenol and bistetrabromophthalimide (both page 
10) are misspelled. Page 16 contains the unexplained abbreviations "AS" and "ABS". 
There cannot be any unexplained abbreviations in the specification. Acrylonitrile- 
styrene (AS) resin is acceptable. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 5, 6, 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. The claims contain improper Markush language. When the last conjunction is 
"and", proper Markush language is "selected from the group consisting of. Always. 
Without exception. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-6 and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
DeGuia 4,370,438, Liu 4, 639,486, Fukasawa et al. 5,135,973, Takekoshi et al. 
5,773,502 or Ohara et al. 5,866,672, with Honda et al. 2004/0143068 or Goodman et al. 
2006/0089444 as evidence. 

7. DeGuia discloses a blend of PET and PBT, reinforcing agent, halogen containing 
flame-retardant and a reaction product of a silicone compound and antimony trioxide in 
claim 1, decabromodi phenyl ether in claim 7, a reaction product of talc and antimony 
trioxide in claim 10, the ratio of talc to antimony trioxide in claim 12, level of reaction 
product in claim 13 and PTFE in column 8, lines 27-45. See also Example III, Table IV, 
especially Composition H. Liu teaches polyester, flame-retardant, inorganic synergist 
and drip suppressant in claim 1 , diols in claim 4, dimethyl terephthalate in claim 7, 
brominated aromatic flame-retardants in claims 16-17, antimony oxide and PTFE in 
claims 21-23 and mica, clay and glass fiber in column 14, lines 33-47. Fukasawa et al. 
recite PBT, flame-retardant and talc or clay in claim 1, antimony trioxide and PTFE in 
Tables 1 and 2. Takekoshi et al. display polyester, reinforcing fiber, halogenated flame- 
retardant, antimony oxide, organoclay and fluorocarbon polymer in claim 9, glass fibers 
in claim 16, PTFE in column 5, lines 62-64 and brominated polycarbonate oligomers in 
column 6, lines 33-36 and in Table 2, Example 4. Ohara et al. reveal applicants' 
composition in Examples 49, 69, 86, 107 and 139. See also claim 1 . Honda et al. in 
paragraph 0003 and Goodman et al. in paragraph 0005 show proof of the known fact 
that drip-suppressing PTFE is fibril forming. Applicants' claims are not novel. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

10. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
DeGuia 4,370,438, Liu 4,639,486, Fukasawa et al. 5,135,973, Takekoshi et al. 
5,773,502 or Ohara et al. 5,866,672, in view of Gareiss et al. 5,712,336 or Saiki et al. 
5,814,696, with Honda et al. 2004/0143068 or Goodman et al. 2006/0089444 as 
evidence. 

1 1 . The primary references and the evidentiary references have been discussed 
already. Gareiss et al. divulge polyester, brominated compound, metal oxide, 
fluorinated polymer and minerals in claim 1 , PET and PBT in claim 3, antimony oxide in 
claim 5, relay housing in claim 9, glass fibers, kaolin and mica in column 8, lines 49-54 
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and PTFE in column 9, lines 23-33. Saiki et al. present polyester in claim 1, reinforcing 
filler in claim 4, fibrous or flaky filler in claim 5, brominated flame-retardant in claim 6, 
antimony containing flame-retardant in claim 7, relay component in claim 9, glass fiber 
in column 5, line 41 , mica in column 5, line 50, concentrations in column 5, lines 55-57, 
brominated flame-retardants in column 5, lines 58-65, concentrations in column 7, lines 
24-28, antimony oxides in column 6, lines 37-43, their concentration in the paragraph 
overlapping columns 7 and 8, kaolin, clay, talc and mica in column 8, lines 26-27 and 
PTFE in column 14, lines 20-22 and Table 3. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to use the compositions for 
relay parts or for thin walled moldings, because their compositions are identical. 
1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter Szekely whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1 124. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 a.m.-5:30 p.m. Tuesday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vasu Jagannathan can be reached on (571 ) 272-1 119. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
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